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1
DETERMINING SENSOR PLACEMENT IN
DISTRIBUTED NETWORKS

BACKGROUND

Modern buildings are equipped with power distribution
networks to supply power to appliances operated within the
building and to run the building’s auxiliary systems. For
example, computers, air conditioners, heaters, lighting, other
auxiliary systems, and other appliances utilize electricity
provided from the power distribution networks.

The power distribution network usually connects to a
community power grid at an electrical panel of the building.
At the panel, the electricity is divided into multiple electrical
circuits. Some of the electrical circuits take power to sub-
panels that further divide the electricity to even more
electrical circuits. The building may have multiple layers of
panels to divide and direct the power to the appropriate
electrical loads in the building. The electrical circuits con-
nected to panels at the end of the distribution network
connect directly to specific electrical loads, such as an
electrically consuming appliance, like a computer, or to an
auxiliary system, such as a lighting system or a climate
control system.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The accompanying drawings illustrate various examples
of the principles described herein and are a part of the
specification. The illustrated examples are merely examples
and do not limit the scope of the claims.

FIG. 1 is a diagram of an illustrative structure, according
to principles described herein.

FIG. 2 is a diagram of an illustrative sensor, according to
principles described herein.

FIG. 3 is a diagram of an illustrative display of a distri-
bution network, according to principles described herein.

FIG. 4 is a diagram of an illustrative distribution network,
according to principles described herein.

FIG. 5 is a diagram of an illustrative method for deter-
mining sensor placement, according to principles described
herein.

FIG. 6 is a diagram of an illustrative processor, according
to principles described herein.

FIG. 7 is a diagram of an illustrative display, according to
principles described herein.

FIG. 8 is a diagram of an illustrative flowchart of a
process for determining sensor placement, according to
principles described herein.

FIG. 9 is a diagram of an illustrative method for deter-
mining sensor placement, according to principles described
herein.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Resource consumption sensors, such as electrical meters,
water meters, gas meters, waste meters, other meters, or
combinations thereof may be used in buildings to minimize
resources consumed within the buildings. Electrical meters,
for example, may be attached at each electrical panel to
monitor the amount of electricity consumed. However, espe-
cially for larger buildings, placing sensors at every panel
may be very expensive.

The present specification describes subject matter includ-
ing, for example, a method for determining sensor place-
ment in distributed networks. Examples of such a method
include identifying measurement locations in a distributed
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network with a tree topology and selecting a subset of the
measurement locations for sensor placement with a mutual
information function.

A measurement location may be a location within the
distributed network where a sensor may be installed such
that the sensor may determine the amount of resources
consumed at that location, resources consumed downstream
of that location, resources consumed upstream of that loca-
tion, or combinations thereof. When a network is organized
with a tree topology some of the measurement locations may
be referred to as leaf locations because they are located at the
end of the distribution network and measure a single load,
such as a resource consuming appliance and/or system, or a
set of loads. Other measurement locations may be referred
to as branch locations that receive input from multiple leaf
locations. The measurement obtained at a branch location
reflects the input from multiple loads.

While sensors may be placed at each of the leaf locations
for fine grained monitoring of resource consumption, this
may be expensive. In some examples, some sensors may be
placed at branch locations upstream, or a combination of
branch and leaf locations, such that the chosen set of
locations reveals maximum information about resource con-
sumption at all the leaf locations.

The benefit of sensor placement at a subset of locations in
terms of the amount of information they reveal about
resource consumption at the leaf locations, is measured
using the mutual information function. Mutual information
is defined between two sets of variables, X; and X ,. The first
set of variables (X ) corresponds to resource consumption at
all the leaf locations in the tree topology. The next set of
variables (X,) corresponds to resource consumption at a
subset of measurement locations, where this subset may
include both branch and leaf locations. Mutual information
may be expressed as:

IX X )=HX)-HX X )

where H(X;) is the entropy associated with X; and is a
measure of the uncertainty in resource consumption at the
leaf locations, H(X,;1X,) is the conditional entropy of X,
(conditioned on X ,) and is a measure of the uncertainty in
resource consumption at the leaf locations given the
resource consumption information X, at the subset of mea-
surement locations, and the mutual information function
1(X;:X,) represents the resource consumption of the leaf
locations that is captured by the resource consumption
information at the subset of measurement locations.

In the following description, for purposes of explanation,
numerous specific details are set forth in order to provide a
thorough understanding of the present systems and methods.
It will be apparent, however, to one skilled in the art that the
present apparatus, systems, and methods may be practiced
without these specific details. Reference in the specification
to “an example” or similar language means that a particular
feature, structure, or characteristic described is included in at
least that one example, but not necessarily in other
examples.

FIG. 1 is a diagram of an illustrative structure (100),
according to principles described herein. In this example, the
structure (100) is a commercial building with an electrical
panel (101) connected on a side (102) of the building (100).
An electric grid or power line (not shown) may provide
power to the building (100) at the panel (101). The panel
(101) may be connected to multiple electrical circuits of a
distributed network that distributes the power to various
places within the building (100) to provide power to the
building’s systems and appliances.
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In the example of FIG. 1, the panel (101) is in commu-
nication with a processor (103) that is part of a monitoring
system in the building (101). The monitoring system may
periodically identify measurement locations within the dis-
tributed network, select a subset of the measurement loca-
tions, and recommend the selected set of measurement
locations for sensor placement. The monitoring system may
recommend where to place sensors within the distributed
network to maximize the sensors’ ability to gather useful
resource consumption information throughout the distrib-
uted network. In some examples, the sensors are expensive
and placing a sensor at every measurement location may be
cost prohibitive. Thus, the monitoring system may make
cost effective recommendations for installing sensors in the
structure (100).

The location of the panel (101) may be a measurement
location to monitor the amount of electrical energy con-
sumed by electrical circuits in communication with the panel
(101). Thus, the processor (103) may identify the panel’s
location and assign an informative value to panel’s location.
In some examples, the processor (103) may select the
panel’s location to be part of a subset of measurement
locations that the processor (103) recommends to have a
sensor.

The informative value may be a value assigned at each
measurement location that gives the processor (103) infor-
mation to compare each of the measurement locations to one
another. For example, the informative value may be an
unpredictability value, a variability consumption value, a
total resource consumption value, a number of loads in
communication with the measurement location, a number of
connections to measurement locations providing incoming
information, other values, or combinations thereof. In the
example of FIG. 1, the informative value is an unpredict-
ability value that allows the processor (103) to rank all of the
measurement locations based on how unpredictable the
measurement of resource consumption is at that location.
For example, a first location that is electrically connected to
a first lighting system that is consistently turned on during
just working hours may measure a more predictable amount
of electricity consumption than a second location that is
electrically connected to a second lighting system equipped
with motion detectors. The second lighting system may turn
off during working hours when no one appears to be within
the rooms controlled with that lighting system or when there
is sufficient sunlight entering the room to enable the second
lighting system to be dimmed or turned off. Consequently,
the second location may have a greater unpredictability
value.

While the example of FIG. 1 has been described with an
electrical supply network, the distributed network may be a
water supply network, a gas supply network, a waste dis-
posal network, other supply network, or combinations
thereof. Further, while the distribution network in the
example in FIG. 1 is incorporated into a building, other
structures may incorporate distribution networks in accor-
dance with the principles described herein. For example, the
structure may be a pipeline, machine, vehicle, cruise ship,
space ship, automobile, boat, air plane, other structures, or
combinations thereof. In some examples, the principles
described herein are applied to distribution networks in
communities, like university campuses, business campuses,
government facilities, neighborhoods, towns, cities, munici-
palities, real estate developments, real estate subdivisions,
other types of communities, or combinations thereof.

FIG. 2 is a diagram of an illustrative sensor (200),
according to principles described herein. In this example, the
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sensor (200) is an electrical meter that is in communication
with an electrical panel (201). The sensor (200) may mea-
sure the amount of electricity used by the circuits in com-
munication with the panel (201). In some examples, at least
one of the circuits connected to the panel is directly con-
nected to an appliance and/or a system in the structure. In
some examples, at least one of the circuits is connected to
another panel that distributes the electrical power into more
circuits.

The sensor (200) may measure the amount of electricity
used in kilowatt hours or other suitable measurement units.
The sensor may measure all of the electrical energy con-
sumed by all of the circuits connected to the panel. In some
examples, the sensor (200) is connected to just a portion of
the circuits connected to the panel.

In some examples, the panel (201) has at least one circuit
breaker switch (202) that breaks one of the circuits con-
nected to the panel (201) when tripped. A circuit breaker
switch (202) may be self tripped when its associated circuit
is electrically overloaded. Further, the circuit breaker switch
(202) may be manually tripped by a user. The user may
manually trip the circuit breaker switch (202) when per-
forming repairs on the circuits or the systems and/or appli-
ances connected to the circuit. In some examples, a non-
exhaustive list of appliances includes computers, chillers,
compressors, heaters, refrigerators, fans, lights, printers,
water heaters, swamp coolers, other appliances, or combi-
nations thereof. In some examples, a non-exhaustive list of
systems include lighting systems, climate control systems,
refrigeration systems, security systems, network systems,
other systems, or combinations thereof.

In the example of FIG. 2, a processor (203) is in com-
munication with the sensor. The processor (203) may be part
of'a monitoring system that takes input from the sensor (200)
and directs that input to a centralized repository for process-
ing. The monitoring system may use the centralized data to
periodically reevaluate sensor placement within the struc-
ture’s distribution network.

FIG. 3 is a diagram of an illustrative display (300) of a
distribution network (301), according to principles described
herein. The display (300) may be part of a user interface that
is in communication with a program that identifies the
measurement locations. In some examples, the measurement
locations are identified through user input.

In this example, the distribution network (301) has a tree
topology (302) where the distribution network has multiple
leaf locations (303), which are denoted with a square shape.
The leaf locations may be directly connected to a single
load, such as an appliance or a system in the structure, or a
set of loads. Branch locations (304), which are denoted with
a circular shape, are fed information from leaf locations
(303) or other branch locations (304). The branch locations
(304) feed the information upstream to a central location
(305). The central location (305) may also be a centralized
panel that connects the distribution network (301) to an
electrical grid and distributes the power downstream to the
branch locations (304) and the leaf locations (303). In some
examples, the information may be stored at decentralized
locations within the distribution network (301). Decentral-
ized storage may be useful for large distribution networks.

Sensors, such as power meters, may be installed at
selected measurement locations for fine-grain power con-
sumption measurements. A program may be used to deter-
mine which measurement locations reveal the most infor-
mation about power consumption at the leaf locations (303).
For example, placing a sensor at a branch location that
receives input from multiple leaf locations may provide
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information about these leaf locations collectively. A sensor
placed on one of the leaf locations may provide information
about energy consumption of the single load or set of loads,
connected to just that leaf location. The program may
determine which combination of measurement locations
provides the greatest amount of useful information.

In some examples, the program determines an informative
value of each measurement location. The informative value
may be an unpredictability value, which may be a measure-
ment of how unpredictable the energy consumption is for
any particular measurement location. Given the informative
value, the program may select a subset of the measurement
locations to recommend for sensor placement.

The program may select the subset of the measurement
locations using the mutual information function that
includes selecting the measurement locations sequentially.
The program may select a next measurement location for the
subset out of the remaining measurement locations by
choosing the measurement location with the next highest
informative value. In some examples, the program maxi-
mizes the mutual information function in a greedy fashion
where a highest value is chosen from the group of measure-
ment locations outside of the subset regardless of whether
such a selection will finally yield the highest global value to
the subset. For example, some of the information that
contributes to an informative value may be repeated in
different locations, and as a consequence, the repeated
information raises the informative values for each of these
locations. However, the measurement locations with
repeated information may be selected at the expense of
selecting measurement locations with unique information.
The unique information may increase the overall amount of
information that may be gathered with the subset while the
repeated information may contribute minimally to the over-
all amount of information.

In some examples, the program may select the next
measurement location for sensor placement in a sequential
fashion using the following function:

J' = argmaxl(Xp; Xay) — UXp; X4),
JEA

where j represents the next measurement location to be
selected for the subset, A represents the subset of selected
measurement locations, L. represents leaf locations directly
connected to resource consuming appliances, I[(X;;X ,) rep-
resents an amount of information conveyed about the leaf
locations when monitoring measurement locations within
the subset, and I(X;;X,,,) represents an amount of infor-
mation conveyed about the resource consuming appliances
when monitoring the measurement locations in the subset
and the next measurement location (j) to be selected for
inclusion in the subset.

In some examples, the set of measurement locations
selected using the above mentioned sequential approach
may result in the maximum amount of information possible
with the number of sensors available for the network. In
other examples, the selected set of measurement locations
may provide just a near-maximum amount of information
with the number of sensors available for the network.
However, a near optimal selection of measurement locations
may be beneficial, as obtaining an optimal selection of
measurement locations that provide the maximum amount of
information for the available number of sensors, is a com-
plicated task requiring a large amount of computing
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resources and time. In some examples, obtaining the optimal
selection of measurement locations may be computationally
impractical. For example, some networks may have a large
enough number of measurement locations that obtaining the
maximum amount of information may take years to com-
pute. Additionally, the difference between the amount of
information provided by the optimal selection of measure-
ment locations, and the set of measurement locations
selected using the above sequential approach may be small.
It is thus cost effective to determine the sensor placement
recommendation using a simple, sequential approach that is
less expensive to execute.

The set of measurement locations selected in the above
mentioned sequential fashion results in greedy maximiza-
tion of the mutual information function, where the obtained
set of locations provides resource consumption information
that is close to the maximum information that can be
obtained using the available number of sensors. The degree
of closeness can be effectively quantified using the theory of
sub-modularity. Generally, the mutual information function
is not sub-modular. However, when the mutual information
function is defined between the leaf locations and any subset
of locations that may include both leaf and branch locations
under a tree topology, the mutual information function
becomes sub-modular. The sub-modularity of the mutual
information function guarantees that the set of measurement
locations selected in a sequential fashion will provide near-
maximum information about the resource consumption at
the leaf locations using the available number of sensors.
More specifically, the relation between the information
captured using the selected set of measurement locations and
the optimal set of measurement locations using the available
number of sensors, can be described as follows,

1
HX05 X pgrensy) = (1 - ;]Z(XL; X

where 1(X;;X,,,..q4,) represents the information captured
about the resource consumption information at the leaf
locations using the set of measurement locations selected
sequentially as mentioned above, I(X;;X ,,,...) represents the
maximum amount of information that may be collected
about the resource consumption at the leaf locations using
the available number of sensors, and e corresponds to the
Euler’s constant, which is the base of the natural logarithm
with an approximate value of 2.71828. In other words, the
set of measurement locations selected in the sequential
manner capture at least 63.21% of the maximum amount of
information that can be collected using the available number
of sensors. Thus, greedy maximization of the mutual infor-
mation function will still result in a near-optimal selection of
measurement locations, while requiring a significantly
smaller amount of computing resources, time and processing
costs.

FIG. 4 is a diagram of an illustrative distribution network
(400), according to principles described herein. In this
example, the subset (401) of measurement locations chosen
to be recommended for sensor placement is filled in with
black while those measurement locations (402) that remain
outside of the subset (401) are filled in with white. The
program may recommend sensors for those measurement
locations included in the subset. In this manner, the resource
consumption of the distributed network may be monitored
cost effectively while still providing fine-grained informa-
tion to users about the building’s resource consumption.
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In the example of FIG. 4, the subset (401) includes both
branch locations (403) and leaf locations (404). The sensors
attached to the leaf locations (404) that are included in the
subset (401) may measure the energy consumed for each of
the loads powered by those measurement locations. The
sensors attached to the branch locations (403) that are
included in the subset (401) may measure the energy con-
sumed collectively for each of the loads powered down-
stream from that branch location.

In FIG. 4, the inclusion of both leaf and branch locations
(403, 404) in the subset (401) indicates that a maximum or
near-maximum amount of useful information is provided
when some appliances or systems are monitored directly at
the leaf locations while other appliances or systems are
monitored collectively at the branch locations. The useful
information may include the unpredictability in the resource
consumption at that particular measurement location. In
some examples, predictable measurements are less informa-
tive than unpredictable measurements because the predict-
able measurements may not vary much over time. On the
other hand, the appliances or systems with unpredictable
resource consumption may be more interesting when trying
to determine how to minimize the structure’s overall
resource consumption. In alternative examples, the predict-
able loads may be extracted from placing sensors at higher
level branch locations.

FIG. 5 is a diagram of an illustrative method (500) for
determining sensor placement, according to principles
described herein. In this example, the method (500) includes
identifying (501) measurement locations in a distributed
network with a tree topology and selecting (502) a subset of
the measurement locations for sensor placement with a
mutual information function.

In some examples, the distributed network is a power
supply network, a water supply network, a waste disposal
network, a gas supply network, other networks, or combi-
nations thereof. In some examples, the measurement loca-
tions measure consumption of water, electricity, waste, gas,
other resource, or combinations thereof. In some examples,
the distributed network is incorporated into a building,
pipeline, community, machine, vehicle, other structure,
other setting, or combinations thereof.

In some examples, the method (500) is carried out to
equip a structure with resource consumption measurement
sensors. For example, the method (500) may be applied to a
structure, such as a building, to improve the structure’s
resource conservation. The potential measurement locations
may be inputted into a program or the program may identify
the measurement locations through another process. Also, an
informative value of each of the measurement locations may
be inputted into the program or the program may further
determine the informative value through another process.
After the measurement locations and their informative val-
ues are determined, the program may apply the mutual
information function to the data to select a subset of all of
the measurement locations for the program to recommend
for installing sensors.

The program may select the measurement locations
sequentially. Each time the program selects another mea-
surement location, the program may select the measurement
location from the group of measurement locations still
remaining outside of the subset. In some examples, the
number of sensors available to install in the distributed
network is equal to or greater than the number of measure-
ment locations in the distributed network. In such an
example, the program may select all of the measurement
locations to be in the subset and recommend that each have
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a sensor installed. However, in examples where the number
of sensors available for the network is less than the number
of measurement locations, the program may select as many
measurement locations as there are sensors.

The mutual information function may recommend spe-
cific measurement locations such that the measurement
location selection reveals the maximum amount of informa-
tion. However, in some examples, obtaining the maximum
amount of information is traded off for simpler processing,
and the mutual information function may recommend mea-
surement locations that will yield the near-maximum
amount of information, for example from a fixed number of
measurement locations. In some examples, the subset of
measurement locations to recommend for sensor installment
includes both leaf and branch locations.

In some examples, the distribution network includes few
or no sensors at the measurement locations prior to the
recommendation from the program. After receiving the
recommendation, the sensors may be installed into the
distribution network as recommended.

In some examples, the program estimates the amount of
information that may be collected from the sensors given the
number of sensors that the user wishes to install. In some
examples, the user runs the program multiple times, input-
ting a different number of sensors available for installation
each time the program is run. As a consequence, the user
may determine an optimal or near-optimal sensor placement
combined with an optimal or near-optimal number of sen-
sors to be installed. In some examples, the program auto-
matically calculates the return on investment for each sensor
that it recommends for installation. In such a manner, the
program may give a user a recommendation for the optimal
or near-optimal number of sensors to be installed.

In other examples, after the sensors are installed into the
structure, input from the sensors is routed to a central
repository for processing. The informative value used to
determine the initial installation of sensors may be moni-
tored by the program. As the appliances and systems in the
structure are used differently over time, the informative
value of the measurement locations may change. Further,
new appliances or upgraded systems may also change the
informative value of the measurement locations that remain
outside of the subset. Thus, the program may periodically
rerun the method to recommend whether additional sensors
should be installed, whether specific sensors should be
removed, whether specific sensors should be moved, or
combinations thereof. The program may perform the analy-
sis on a periodic basis or as requested.

In some examples, the method is applied to distributed
networks that are incorporated into multiple buildings, such
as a university campus, a research campus, a business park,
real estate development, a town, a municipality, a city, or
combinations thereof. The distributed network may include
loads from within buildings or outside of buildings. In an
example of a power distribution network with electrical
loads located outside of buildings, a non-exhaustive list of
devices with such electrical loads may include traffic lights,
light posts, electric signs, intercom systems, underground
heaters to melt snow and ice, outdoor electrical outlets,
camper hook-ups, swimming pool motors and heaters, other
devices with electrical loads, and combinations thereof.

FIG. 6 is a diagram of an illustrative processor (600),
according to principles described herein. The processor may
be in communication with a tangible storage medium that
contains machine read instructions that cause the processor
to execute tasks as described herein. In some examples, the
memory is location on the processor’s chip, located off the
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processor’s chip, location over a network, located at another
location, or combinations thereof.

In this example, the processor (600) includes an input/
output module (601) in communication with a central pro-
cessing unit (CPU) (602). The input/output module (601)
may be in communication with a user interface where a user
can input information about the distributed network. In other
examples, the input/output module (601) is in communica-
tion with sensors and/or measurement locations.

The CPU (602) may be in communication with a location
identifier (603). The location identifier (603) may identify
the measurement locations when a user inputs them into a
field of a user interface. In some examples, the location
identifier (603) may identify from a memory repository
(607) the measurement locations that were previously used
to run an earlier analysis. In some examples, the memory
repository is location off of the processor’s chip. In some
examples, the location identifier (603) identifies the mea-
surement locations over a network.

An informative value determiner (604) may determine
how valuable each of the identified locations is and assign a
value to each identified location. In some examples, the
informative value is based on a single parameter. In other
examples, the informative value is based on multiple param-
eters. In some examples where multiple parameters are used,
each of the different parameters may have a different
weighted value to arrive at a collective informative value. In
some examples, the informative value is based on just how
unpredictable the resource consumption is at the measure-
ment location. In other examples, the unpredictability is a
predominate factor among multiple factors.

In some examples, the informative value determiner (604)
determines the informative value based on provided data.
For example, a user may input information about the energy
consumption of various appliances and systems. In other
examples, the energy consumption of each of the measure-
ment locations is measured with a temporarily installed
sensor for a short period of time adequate to gather some
information about the measurement location’s resource con-
sumption. These temporary sensors may be reusable for
multiple projects and may be less informative than the
permanent sensors that the program recommends. In
examples where some information has been recorded at
some of the measurement locations, the data may be sent
electronically to the processor (600).

When the measurement locations are identified and each
measurement location has an informative value determined,
a location selector (605) may apply a mutual information
function to the data to determine which measurement loca-
tions to recommend for sensor installation. The location
selector (605) may select a subset of the measurement
locations. After selecting the measurement locations, a rec-
ommendation generator (606) may generate a recommen-
dation based on the request and send the recommendation to
a display in a user interface.

FIG. 7 is a diagram of an illustrative display (700),
according to principles described herein. In this example, the
display (700) is part of a user interface, and the display (700)
is giving a user a recommendation to install sensors at the
measurement locations included in the subset.

In FIG. 7, each measurement location is assigned an
informative value and a subset of the total measurement
locations is selected to be recommended for sensor place-
ment. In this example, the measurement locations are moved
from a first category (701) of measurement locations outside
of the subset into a second category (702) of a selected
subset of measurement locations. In this example, the mea-
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surement locations with the highest informative values are
selected and moved into the subset category (702). As
measurement locations are moved from the first category
(701) to the second category (702), the informative values of
the remaining measurement locations in category (701) are
updated.

In examples where the program is continuing to process
the information, the program may select the next measure-
ment location to be the measurement location with the next
highest informative value. In the example of FIG. 7, location
2 (703) has the next highest value outside of the selected
subset of the measurement locations, and as a consequence
the program may select location 2 (703) as the next mea-
surement location to be included within the subset. After
location 2 (703) is moved to the second category (702), the
informative values of the remaining locations in the first
category (701) are re-computed in order to take in to account
the resource consumption information that is partially
revealed with the addition of location 2 (703). For example,
the resource consumption information at location 2 (703)
and location 10 (706) might be correlated, in which case the
informative value of location 10 (706) might reduce from its
initial value of 27 by the addition of location 2 (703) in the
selected category (702).

In some examples, the locations in the second category
(702), which are the selected subset of measurement loca-
tions, may contain locations that, if installed with sensors,
may yield just a near-maximum amount of information. For
example, if sensors were installed at location 1 (704) and
location 4 (705), the measurements taken at both location 1
(704) and location 4 (705) may include unpredictability data
from location 10 (706), location 11 (707), and location 12
(708). In other words, the information from location 10
(706), location 11 (707), and location 12 (708) are repeated
in more than one measurement. At the same time, the subset
may overlook information from other measurement loca-
tions, such as location 15 (709). The mutual information
function applied to select the subset may be simplified to
find a near-maximum amount of data about the leaf locations
to reduce circuitry and processing time.

FIG. 8 is a diagram of an illustrative flowchart (800) of a
process for determining sensor placement, according to
principles described herein. In this example, the process
includes determining (801) whether all of the measurement
locations are identified. If they are not yet identified, the
process includes identifying (802) the remaining measure-
ment locations. In some examples, the measurement loca-
tions are identified when a user inputs the measurement
locations into a field of a user interface.

In this example, when the measurement locations are
identified, the process includes determining (803) whether
each measurement location has a calculated informative
value. If some of the measurement locations do not yet have
informative values assigned to them, then the process
includes determining (804) the informative value for the
applicable measurement locations. In some examples, deter-
mining (804) may include temporarily installing meters and
collecting data for a specified period for time to gather
information. This information may be used to compute the
informative values.

Next, the process includes selecting (805) the measure-
ment locations with the highest informative values and
include these measurement locations in a subset that will be
recommended to have sensors installed. The process also
includes determining (806) whether the subset has reached
the sensor maximum. In some examples, the sensor maxi-
mum is determined by the amount of money budgeted for
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sensors, which may be inputted by a user into a field in a
display screen. If the maximum is not yet reached, then the
process may include updating (809) the informative values
of those locations that remain outside of the subset. After
updating the informative values, the process may include
selecting (808) the measurement location with the next
highest informative value out of those measurement loca-
tions not yet selected for the subset. In this example, after
selecting another measurement location occurs, the process
again determines (806) whether the subset has reached the
sensor maximum. If not, the process includes updating (809)
the informative values of the remaining locations and select-
ing (808) another measurement location. This process may
continue until the number of measurement locations in the
subset equals the maximum number of sensors predeter-
mined for the subset.

After reaching the maximum, the process includes (807)
making a sensor placement recommendation. In some
examples, the recommendation is made by displaying the
recommendation on a display screen. In some examples, the
recommendation is sent to at least one email address. In
some examples, the recommendation includes an estimated
return on investment per sensor placement. In some
examples, the recommendation includes more than one
recommendation, each recommendation being for a different
number of sensors in the selected subset.

FIG. 9 is a diagram of an illustrative method (900) for
determining sensor placement, according to principles
described herein. In this example, the method (900) includes
opening (901) a program to execute portions of the method
(900). The user may be prompted to select (902) a structure
or setting that incorporates a distributed network. In some
examples, the structure or settings options includes the
following non-exhaustive list of options including buildings,
pipelines, communities, machines, boats, automobiles,
planes, other structures, other settings, or combinations
thereof. The user may also be prompted to select (903) a type
of distributed network. In some examples, the options
include the following non-exhaustive list of options includ-
ing electrical supply networks, water supply networks, gas
supply networks, waste disposal networks, other networks,
or combinations thereof.

The user may also be prompted to input (904) budget
constraints and to select (905) a type of sensor to be installed
in the network. The user may instruct (906) the program to
determine the number of sensors to place in the network
given the budget constraints and the selected sensor type.

In this example, the user inputs (907) the type of infor-
mative value to be used to determine where to place the
selected sensors. In this example, the types of informative
values may be selected from the non-exhaustive list of
unpredictability values, resource consumption variability
values, total resource consumption values, number of loads
in communication with the measurement location, number
of measurement locations providing incoming information,
other values, or combinations thereof.

The user may input (908) the measurement locations or
instruct the program to identify the measurement locations.
In this example, the user also inputs (909) the informative
value for each of the identified measurement locations
and/or instructs the program to determine the informative
value for at least some of the measurement locations. In
some examples, the informative values may be automati-
cally determined by the program. The user may also instruct
(910) the program to select measurement locations for the
subset with a mutual information function once the infor-
mative values and other parameters are determined. In some
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examples, the next best measurement location is chosen
using the gain in mutual information function as shown
below,

J' = argmaxl(Xp; X a0;) — UXp; Xa),
JEA

where j represents the next measurement location to be
selected for the subset, where A represents the subset of
measurement locations that have already been selected, L
represents measurement locations directly connected to
resource consuming appliances, I(X;;X,) represents an
amount of information conveyed about the resource con-
suming appliances when monitoring measurement locations
within the subset, and I(X;;X,,,) represents an amount of
information conveyed about the resource consuming appli-
ances when monitoring the measurement locations in the
subset and the next measurement location to be selected for
inclusion in the subset.

The program may determine where the sensors should be
placed based on the budget constraints, the sensor type, and
the informative values. The user may receive (911) the
recommendations from the program for where to place the
selected subset of sensors in the distributed network. The
user may view the recommendation in a display screen in
communication with the program. In this example, the user
instructs (912) the program to save the recommendation and
the inputted information. Further, this example includes the
user instructing (913) the program to rerun this analysis on
a periodic basis.

In some examples, the measurement locations with the
sensors installed may be monitored over time to determine
when it may be appropriate to rerun the analysis. For
example, if the raw output of the sensors or a computed
value; such as mean, variance, entropy, correlation, or other
value; may change significantly over time to determine
when to rerun the analysis.

While the specific structures and distributed networks
have been described in connection with the specific
examples above, any structure, setting, or distributed net-
work may incorporate the method and processes of the
principles described herein. Further, while specific sensors
have been described in relation to the specific examples
above, any type of sensor may be used in accordance to the
principles described herein.

While specific informative values and methods for deter-
mining informative values have been described in relation to
the specific examples above, any informative value or meth-
ods for determining informative values may be used in
accordance with the principles described herein. Further,
while specific mutual information functions have been
described in connection with the specific examples above,
any mutual information function may be used in accordance
with the principles described herein.

While specific mechanisms for making a recommendation
on where to place and/or install sensors into the distributed
network have been described in relation to the specific
examples above, any mechanism for communicating a rec-
ommendation may be used in accordance with the principles
described herein. Further, the methods and processes for
determining where to place and/or install sensors may be
used to initially determine where to put the sensors or the
method may be used to monitor the placement of sensors
that are already installed.
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In some examples, the methods and processes described
above are performed on existing distributed networks. In
other examples, the methods and processes described above
are performed in new constructions where the structure or
settings are being developed. In some examples, the pro-
gram for executing the methods and processes described
above are in communication with a modeling program that
models the distributed network. In such an example, the
program may make recommendations on where to place
sensors in modeled distributed network.

The preceding description has been presented only to
illustrate and describe examples of the principles described.
This description is not intended to be exhaustive or to limit
these principles to any precise form disclosed. Many modi-
fications and variations are possible in light of the above
teaching.

What is claimed is:

1. A method for determining sensor placement in distrib-
uted networks, comprising:

identifying measurement locations in a distributed net-

work with a tree topology;

installing at least one sensor in at least one measurement

location to obtain input from the corresponding at least
one measurement location;
receiving, by a processor that is part of a monitoring
system, input from the at least one sensor correspond-
ing to measurement locations for processing;

removing the at least one sensor from the corresponding
at least one measurement location, and

selecting, by the processor based on processing the input,

a subset of said measurement locations for sensor
placement with a mutual information function.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a subset of
said measurement locations for sensor placement with a
mutual information function comprises selecting said mea-
surement locations for said subset such that said subset
provides a near-maximum amount of information.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein said sensors comprise
water consumption meters, electricity consumption meters,
waste consumption meters, gas consumption meters,
resource consumption meters, or combinations thereof.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a subset of
said measurement locations for sensor placement with a
mutual information function comprises selecting said mea-
surement locations sequentially where said mutual informa-
tion function selects a next measurement location for said
subset out of said measurement locations that has a next
most highest informative value.

5. The method of claim 4, wherein said next most highest
informative value comprises an unpredictability value, a
variability consumption value, a total resource consumption
value, a number of loads in communication with said next
measurement location, a number of other measurement
locations providing incoming information, or combinations
thereof.

6. The method of claim 4, further comprising updating
said informative values of said measurement locations
remaining outside of said subset after selecting said next
measurement location.

7. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a subset of
said measurement locations for sensor placement with a
mutual information function comprises selecting said next
measurement location with
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J = argmaxl(Xp; Xaup) - {Xe; Xa),
JEA

where j represents a next measurement location to be
selected for said subset, where A represents said subset of
said measurement locations, L represents said measurement
locations directly connected to resource consuming appli-
ances, [(X;:X ) represents an amount of information con-
veyed about said resource consuming appliances when
monitoring said measurement locations within said subset,
and I(X;:X,,,) represents an amount of information con-
veyed about said resource consuming appliances when
monitoring said measurement locations in said subset and
said next measurement location.
8. The method of claim 1, wherein said distributed net-
work is incorporated into a building, pipeline, community,
machine, vehicle, or combinations thereof.
9. The method of claim 1, wherein said measurement
locations are electrical panels incorporated in a building and
said distributed network is an electrical distribution network
of said building.
10. The method of claim 1, wherein said sensor deter-
mines an amount of resources consumed at a measurement
location.
11. The method of claim 1, wherein said subset of said
measurement locations comprises bath branch locations and
leaf locations.
12. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a subset of
said measurement locations for sensor placement with a
mutual information function balances the obtaining of maxi-
mum amount of information and more simplified process-
ing.
13. A computer program product for determining sensor
placement in distributed networks, comprising:
a tangible computer readable storage medium, said com-
puter readable storage medium comprising computer
readable program code embodied therewith, said com-
puter readable program code comprising:
computer readable program code to identify measure-
ment locations in a distributed network with a tree
topology;

computer readable program code to obtain, by an
input/output module, input from at least one installed
sensor corresponding to at least one measurement
location, wherein the at least one installed sensor is
removed subsequent to obtaining the input;

computer readable program code to receive, by a pro-
cessor that is part of a monitoring system, input from
the input/output module corresponding to measure-
ment locations;

computer readable program code to determine, based
on processing the input, an informative value for
each of said measurement locations; and

computer readable program code to select a subset of
said measurement locations for sensor placement
with a mutual information function that selects mea-
surement locations based on said informative value.

14. The computer program product of claim 13, further
comprising updating said informative values for said mea-
surement locations remaining outside of said subset.

15. The computer program product of claim 13, further
comprising computer readable program code to select a next
measurement location for said subset with
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J' = argmaxl(Xp; Xay;) — (Xp; Xa), .
JEA

where j represents a next measurement location to be
selected for said subset, where A represents said subset of
said measurement locations, L represents said measurement
locations directly connected to resource consuming appli-
ances, [(X;:X,) represents an amount of information con-
veyed about said resource consuming appliances when
monitoring said measurement locations within said subset,
and 1(X;:X ;) represents an amount of information con-
veyed about said resource consuming appliances when
monitoring said measurement locations in said subset and
said next measurement location.

16. The computer program product of claim 13, wherein
said informative value comprises an unpredictability value,
a variability consumption value, a total resource consump-
tion value, a number of loads in communication with said
measurement location, a number of connections to said
measurement location, or combinations thereof.

17. A structure with sensors placed in a distributed net-
work, comprising:
said distributed network comprising a tree topology and
being incorporated into said structure to supply said
structure with a resource;

a processor associated with the distributed network to
receive input from measurement locations, wherein the
processor is to process the input to determine an
informative value based on the input;
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sensors placed in said distributed network at a subset of
measurement locations located within said distributed
network; and

said sensors placed within said distributed network
according to results of a mutual information function
that selects measurement locations for sensor place-
ment based on the informative value.

18. The structure of claim 17, wherein said mutual infor-

mation function is represented as

J = argmaxl(Xp; Xaup) - {Xe; Xa),
JEA

where j represents a next measurement location to be
selected for said subset, A represents said subset of said
measurement locations, L. represents said measurement loca-
tions directly connected to resource consuming appliances,
I(X;:X,) represents an amount of information conveyed
about said resource consuming appliances when monitoring
said measurement locations within said subset, and 1(X;:
X 4,,) represents an amount of information conveyed about
said resource consuming appliances when monitoring said
measurement locations in said subset and said next mea-
surement location.

19. The structure of claim 17, further comprising a
processor programmed to identify measurement locations in
said distributed network and to select said subset.

20. The structure of claim 17, wherein selected measure-
ment locations maximize sensor ability to gather resource
consumption information.
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